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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of applicant's amendment filed 04/24/2008. Claims 1 -9 
are pending and an action on the merits is as follows. 

2. Applicant's amendments with respect to claims have been considered but are 
moot. No new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Fields et 
al (US Patent 5,466,981) 

Regarding claim 1, Field et al discloses, (Figure 1) 

molding a hollow reflector body (10) having an optical axis (not shown) (Examiner takes 
the position that the optical axis of the prior art reference begins at the tip (46) and runs 
through the center of the light source, parallel to the light source (18) and having a 
neck-shaped (24)portion with a transverse wall (38) provided with at least one opening 
(40,41); providing a light source (18) and arranging the light source (18) in the reflector 
body(10); electrically connecting (34,36) the light source (18) to a lamp cap (16) 
provided with contacts (42,44) and with a current conductor (34, 52) comprising a 
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pliable material which conductor is passed through the opening (40) in the transverse 
wall (38); characterized by a step of securing the position of the light source in at least 
one longitudinal direction in that the conductor (52) is bent around and in is in direct 
contact, at least a portion of the outer transverse wall(38) (Column 3, lines 55-56) 
(Examiner note: prior art reference states that 52 is joined to 16 which is part of the 
outer wall (38), thus this limitation has been met). 

Regarding claim 2, Field et al teaches (Figure 1) characterized in that the position of 
the light source (18) is secured so as to be parallel to the direction of the optical axis by 
means of a mounting member (20). 

Regarding claim 3, Field et al teaches the process characterized by a step of securing 
the position (column 3, lines 5-12) of the light source (18) in the longitudinal direction in 
that the mounting member (20) is made to rest on the inner conical contour of the neck 
(24). 

Regarding claim 4, Field et al teaches (Figure 2) the process characterized by a step 
of pulling (Column 3, lines 55-60) the light source in the reflector neck. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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2. Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fields et al (US Patent 5,466,981) in view of Vercelotti (US 4,156,271). 

Regarding Claim 5, Fields et al. teaches the reflector lamp set forth above (see 
rejection claim 1). Field et al. is silent regarding that at least one of the conductors is 
bent through a sharp angle of approximately 90°, so as to lock the light source in the 
axial direction 

In the same field of endeavor of reflector lamps Vercelloti (Figure 1 ) teaches that 
at least one of the conductors (21 ) is bent through a sharp angle of approximately 90°, 
so as to lock the light source (1 1 ) in the axial direction in order to provide a device with 
improved control of the light source for better luminous output. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to modify the reflector lamp of Fields et al. with at least one of the conductors 
is bent through a sharp angle of approximately 90°, so as to lock the light source in the 
axial direction in order to provide a device with improved control of the light source for 
better luminous output as taught by Vercelloti. 

Regarding claim 6, Field et al. teaches a hollow molded reflector body (10) having an 
optical axis and having a neck-shaped portion (24) with a transverse wall (38) provided 
with at least one opening (40,41); a lamp cap (16) provided with contacts (threaded 
portion of 16 and 46, which connects to the tip portion of (16) and connected to the 
neck-shaped portion (24); a light source (18) in a lamp vessel with a seal, arranged in 
the reflector body and electrically connected to the contacts (threaded portion of 16 and 
46 which is the diode connection to the base) of the lamp cap by (16) means of current 
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conductors (34,36) that comprise a pliable material and are passed through the opening 
(40,41) in the transverse wall; a metal mounting member (20) for securing the position 
of the light source (18) in the optical axis direction, and mounted in the neck-shaped 
portion (24), a securing means for securing the position of the light source in at least 
one longitudinal direction characterized in that, said current conductor (34,52) forms the 
securing means (Column 3, lines 5-10) and in is in direct contact, at least a portion of 
the outer transverse wall(38). (Paragraph Column 3, lines 5-14). 
Fields et al is lacks the seal of the lamp vessel. 

In the same field of endeavor of reflector lamps Vercelloti (Figure 1 ) teaches the 
seal of the lamp vessel (1 1 ) in order to provide an improved low power light source 
(Column 1, lines 40-43). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the reflector lamp of Fields et al with a seal of the lamp vessel 
in order to provide an improved low power light source as taught by Vercelloti. 
Regarding claim 7, Field et al. teaches, a bend in the conductor (52) so that the 
conductor (52) is at least partially adjacent to the outer transverse wall (38). 
Regarding claim 8, Field et al teaches the conductor comprises a deformable 
material. (Examiner note; examiner takes the position that since Field et al shows (52) a 
conductor which can be bent the material must be able to be deformed thus meeting the 
limitation of this claim) 

Regarding claim 9, Field et al. is silent regarding a sharp bend in the conductor 
of approximately 90°. 
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In the same field of endeavor of reflector lamps Vercelloti (Figure 1 ) teaches a 
sharp bend in the conductor of approximately 90°. in order to provide a device with 
improved control of the light source for better luminous output. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to modify the reflector lamp of Fields et al. with a sharp bend in the conductor 
of approximately 90°in order to provide a device with improved control of the light 
source for better luminous output as taught by Vercelloti. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 04/24/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Specifically, the applicant amended independent claims 1 and 6 to 
recite "and in is in direct contact, at least a portion of the outer transverse wall," and 
argued that by this amendment it distinguishes from the prior art reference. The 
Examiner respectfully disagrees and draw the applicants attention to (Column 3, 55-56) 
in which the Field reference discusses the conductor (52) being integrally connected or 
in tension with the walls. Furthermore the prior art reference states that 52 is joined to 
1 6 which is part of the outer wall (38). Examiner, In view of the cited column and figure 
one of the prior art reference, one of ordinary skill in the art could take the teachings of 
fields' conductor being integral with or touching the outer wall to provide a device which 
has better stability and elongated lifespan. No other claims discussed rejections remain 
the same. 
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Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TRACIE Y. GREEN whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3104. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 7:30 am 
- 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nimesh Patel can be reached on 571/272-2457. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



/Trade Y Green/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2879 



/Sikha Roy/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2879 



